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### Title
**Corpuz v. Grospe (388 Phil. 1100)**

### Facts
1.  **Farmer-Beneficiary  Designation**:  Gavino  Corpuz  was  designated  as  a  farmer-
beneficiary under the Operation Land Transfer (OLT) Program pursuant to Presidential
Decree No. 27 by the Department of Agrarian Reform (DAR). He was issued a Certificate of
Land Transfer (CLT) for two agricultural land lots in Salungat, Sto. Domingo, Nueva Ecija.

2. **Mortgage of Land**: On January 20, 1982, Corpuz mortgaged the lands to Virginia de
Leon to finance his wife’s hospitalization. Later, on December 5, 1986, he mortgaged the
lands to Hilaria Grospe for four years in exchange for a loan of Php 32,500, allowing the
Grospe family to use and cultivate the land.

3. **Alleged Waiver**: Respondents claim that on June 29, 1989, Corpuz executed a “Waiver
of Rights” transferring his land rights to them. Corpuz, however, denied the waiver and
claimed the signatures were forged and initiated action before the DAR Adjudication Board
(DARAB) for recovery of possession.

4. **Lower Forums’ Rulings**: The Provincial Agrarian Reform Adjudicator (PARAD) ruled
that  Corpuz  had  surrendered  the  landholding  to  the  Samahang  Nayon,  leading  to  its
reallocation to the respondents. This was affirmed by DARAB and the Court of Appeals (CA),
concluding that Corpuz voluntarily relinquished his tenancy rights.

5. **Procedural Posture**: Corpuz’s action against the respondents included allegations of
trespassing and forgery, which were dismissed by PARAD. The DARAB upheld this decision,
as did the CA. Corpuz then sought review by the Supreme Court, claiming errors in factual
findings, ignoring his assertion of forgery, erroneous forfeiture of his rights under PD 27,
and an invalid waiver/transfer.

### Issues
1. **Forgery of Waiver of Rights**: Was the appellate court correct in finding that the
signatures on the Waiver of Rights were not forged?

2. **Validity of Waiver under Agrarian Laws**: Assuming the signatures were genuine, was
the Waiver null and void for being contrary to agrarian reform laws?

3. **Abandonment of Rights**: Did Corpuz abandon his rights as a beneficiary under PD 27?



G.R. No. 135297. June 08, 2000 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

4. **Voluntary Surrender**:  Did Corpuz, by voluntary surrender, forfeit  his right as an
agrarian reform beneficiary?

### Court’s Decision
1. **Forgery of Waiver of Rights**:
– The Supreme Court upheld the CA’s finding that petitioner failed to prove the forgery.
–  The  existence  of  public  documents,  the  authenticity  of  signatures,  and  procedural
regularity presumption were adhered to by the court.

2. **Validity of Waiver under Agrarian Laws**:
–  The  Court  ruled  that  transfers  of  land  rights  under  a  CLT  are  void  unless  to  the
government or through hereditary succession.
– The waiver or transfer in this context was deemed invalid.

3. **Abandonment of Rights**:
–  The  Court  held  that  though  there  were  mortgages  and  expressions  consistent  with
relinquishing the land, they did not meet the threshold for proving abandonment.
– The requisite clear intent to permanently renounce the property was not established.

4. **Voluntary Surrender**:
– Despite the waiver’s invalidity, the Court concluded that Corpuz voluntarily surrendered
his land rights to the Samahang Nayon.
–  This  form of  transfer  was  recognized  as  a  permissible  transfer  to  the  government,
underscoring the cooperative’s reallocation role amongst tenant-farmers.

### Doctrine
– Transfers of land covered by Certificates of Land Transfer are void unless made to the
government or through hereditary succession.
–  Voluntary  surrender  to  recognized  cooperatives  forming  part  of  the  government’s
redistributive mechanism may function as valid conveyance under agrarian reform laws.

### Class Notes
– **Elements of Valid Transfers under PD 27**:
– Transfers must be to the government or hereditary successor.
– Voluntary surrender must be unequivocally intentioned and result in land reallocation
through cooperatives or government mechanisms.
– **Factual Findings and Public Document Presumptions**:
– Public officers’ duties presumed regular.
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– Necessity of clear, convincing evidence to rebut document authenticity, forgery claims.
– **Legal Statutes**:
– Presidential Decree No. 27.
– Republic Act No. 3844, Section 8.
– Memorandum Circulars (e.g., No. 8-80, No. 7).

### Historical Background
The case arose during the pervasive implementation of agrarian reform in the Philippines
aimed at dismantling feudal landownership structures. Presidential Decree No. 27 was a
pivotal instrument for redistributing land to tenant-farmers. The legal contention in this
case reflects the common conflicts arising from misunderstood nuances of land reform
policies,  particularly  the  non-transferability  of  land  rights  except  under  regulated
circumstances.


